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forward to say that this isn’t just a
health issue, this is a worker issue,
this is a quality of life issue. This is an
array of organizations that rarely
come together on any issue. Philo-
sophically, they go from left to right.
But the fact is, they care about this
issue because they know how critical it
is that we solve it this year.

So, as the Senator said, this should
not take very long. Indeed, it is impor-
tant that we get on with moving this
legislation.

Ms. MIKULSKI.
yield?

Mr. DASCHLE. I yield to the Senator
from Maryland.

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I ask
the Senator from South Dakota, our
Democratic leader, a question. In all of
his research on the bill, has he not
found that this is a very compelling
issue for women and for children, that
there has essentially been a ‘‘moat”
around access to medical treatment
and, therefore, leaving it to the Senate
or legislative bodies to make correc-
tions, one procedure at a time, like
drive-by deliveries, dumping of mastec-
tomy patients? Would it not be better
to take down the ‘‘moat’” around med-
ical treatment and do this in a com-
prehensive way, especially a way that
it affects the women and children? Has
the Senator found that?

Mr. DASCHLE. The Senator from
Maryland is absolutely right. She said
it very succinctly. That is, in essence,
what this legislation will do. This isn’t
the broad array of health care reforms
that we could be addressing. This very
narrowly focuses on one of the biggest
problems we have in health care deliv-
ery today. I appreciate very much her
calling attention to that fact.

Ms. MIKULSKI. I thank the Demo-
cratic leader.

———

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
S. 249 AND S. 1890

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, now
that we do have a Republican colleague
on the floor, let me propound the fol-
lowing unanimous consent request:

I ask unanimous consent that at 11
o’clock on Tuesday, May 12, Senator
D’AMATO be recognized to offer a bill
regarding inpatient hospital care for
breast cancer, with a time limit of 2
hours for debate on the bill, with no
amendments or motions in order there-
to, that when all time is used or yield-
ed back, the Senate proceed to a vote
on passage of the bill, and immediately
upon disposition of the D’Amato bill,
the Senate proceed to the immediate
consideration of the Daschle-Kennedy
Patients’ Bill of Rights bill with a time
limit of 2 hours for debate, with no
amendments or motions in order there-
to, and that when all time is used or
yielded back, the Senate proceed to
vote on passage of the bill, with all
time equally divided and controlled in
the usual form, and that the above
occur without intervening action or de-
bate.

Will the Senator
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. D’AMATO. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object. Mr. President,
let me simply state that tying these
two requests together—and I appre-
ciate the position of the Senate minor-
ity leader—is unacceptable for the ma-
jority. Therefore, I will object.

We can have some discussion as to
the merits of attempting to tie the two
together. I know the minority leader
has been speaking. I might even sup-
port the Patients’ Bill of Rights, but to
tie it together in this way is unaccept-
able. So I am forced to object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Several Senators addressed the
Chair.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The

Democratic leader.

Mr. DASCHLE. Let me just say I am
very disappointed. We are not tying
them together in any way other than
by procedure. We are simply saying,
let’s debate the D’Amato bill for 2
hours, and then let’s debate the
Daschle-Kennedy bill for 2 hours. They
both deal with protections for patients.
They both deal with the need to con-
front the array of problems we are fac-
ing in managed care today. So I am
very disappointed the majority has
chosen to take this action, and I hope
if we can’t do it today, perhaps we can
do it on the 15th. So let me ask unani-
mous consent that on a date no later
than June 15, both bills be considered
in the order that I have just described.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. D’AMATO. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, again let me
say it is one thing to say they are not
being tied together, but that is exactly
what is taking place. Let me take the
time to point out, if I might, that the
legislation that has been crafted with
the help and consultation of my col-
league, Senator FEINSTEIN from Cali-
fornia, from the beginning is not con-
troversial, absolutely not controversial
and is necessary. To take a bill that is
so straightforward and tie it up in pro-
cedural knots—and that is what is hap-
pening here—so that the women of
America, because of these procedures
today, are being denied health care
that they need, reconstructive surgery,
drive-by mastectomies, being put on
the streets or being told we are not
going to pay for more than 24 hours or
48 hours or whatever the policy limits
may be, regardless of the medical ne-
cessity, we are not going to pay for re-
constructive surgery because, as one
plan said and a doctor told me, ‘It
doesn’t serve a bodily function so
therefore we don’t have to have recon-
structive surgery,” is absolutely
wrong.

This is an issue that everyone can
support and should support, and we
should not tie it down with legislation
by its very nature that is so com-
prehensive as the Patients’ Bill of
Rights that takes in a myriad of pro-
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grams and projects, et cetera, many of
them that have arguments on both
sides. To say that we are going to give
one 2 hours and the other 2 hours,
which is so complex, is just absolutely
using the procedure to stifle this
straightforward bill which says we will
give women the right without having
to appeal to various boards, et cetera,
to reconstructive surgery and to know
that they are not going to be forced to
leave a hospital before it is the right
time to do so.

That is what we are talking about
here. So we are forced to object. I am
sorry that the distinguished leader on
the other side is using that as a cover
for precluding—and by the way, we
may have some Members on the Repub-
lican side, I might want to add, who
will seek to amend this, who are out of
line, I believe, and who will hide behind
this and do not have the courage to
come down here and to vote up or
down. And I would like to see them
offer amendments because I have had
some colleagues—let’s be very candid—
to say, ‘“We are going to offer a killer
amendment.”’

Why? Let me give you the argument
on the other side. ‘“We don’t want man-
dates.” Let me give you another one.
One of my distinguished -colleagues
says, “We shouldn’t have legislation by
body part.” Well, it is too bad, he is
right, that we would have to reach this
time and this place that it demands
that. How much Ilonger should the
women of America have to wait? How
many years, how many months do we
really tie it up? And let me say this to
you: This Senator is going to go for-
ward. I know that my colleagues on the
Democrat side, and there are many of
them, feel equally passionate, and we
are going to go forward and we are
going to have a vote on this amend-
ment. It is a straightforward piece of
legislation.

I see my colleague, Senator FEIN-
STEIN, is seeking to speak on this, and
I am going to——

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, did the
Senator from New York object?

Mr. D’AMATO. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. DPAMATO. I call for regular
order, Mr. President.

Mr. DASCHLE addressed the Chair.

Mr. DPAMATO. I now call for regular
order with respect to the continued
time.

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I would
remind the Senate of the previous
order so that we are at the point, past
the point, where morning business is
closed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senator from
New York is recognized.
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